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Sir: 



Enclosed is a THIRD Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) and accompanying 
form PTO-1449 for the above-identified patent application. 

IXI No additional fee for submission of an IDS is required. 

□ The fee of $ 180 as set forth in 37 C.F.R. § 1.1 7(p) is also enclosed. 

□ A statement under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .97(e) is also enclosed. 

□ A statement under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .97(e), and the fee of $ 1 80 as set forth in 
37 C.F.R. § 1.1 7(p) are also enclosed. 

□ Charge to Deposit Account No. 02-4800 for the fee due. 

□ A check in the amount of is enclosed for the fee due. 

□ Charge to credit card for the fee due. Form PTO-2038 is attached. 

El The Director is hereby authorized to charge any appropriate fees under 

37 C.F.R. §§1.16, 1.17 and 1.21 that may be required by this paper, and to credit 
any overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 02-4800. This paper is submitted in 
duplicate. 
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Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney pc 



Date March (* , 2007 




James A. LaBarre 
Registration No. 28632 



P.O. Box 1404 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1404 
703 836 6620 
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Sir: 

Further to the Second Information Disclosure Statement filed on August 23, 2006, 
submitted herewith is a copy of a Re-Examination Report dated January 10, 2007 issued in 
a corresponding Australian patent. It is noted that the H. Hinrichs et al. article was 
previously cited in the Second Information Disclosure Statement. 
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Your Ref: 606213AU:SDB 

Examiner's RE-EXAMINATION report on patent no. 20032601 6S 
by Tenix Investments Pty Ltd 

Dear Madam/Sir, 

I have received your letter(s) of 19 May 2006 disclosing known search results in accordance with 
Subsection 45(3) or Section 101D. Consideration of these documents gave sufficient cause for re- 
examination under Section 97(2) of your patent on the basis of novelty and inventive step as allowed 
under Section 98. 1 believe there are lawful grounds of objection to the patent. These grounds of 
objection are: 

1 . Claims 1 to 7, 9 to 16, 1 8 to 25, 27, 28, and 3 1 to 40 are not novel and do not involve an 
inventive step in the light of the prior art document HINRICHS, H-, and ADEN, T. An 
ISO 9001 :2000 Compliant Quality Management System for Data Integration in Data 
Warehouse Systems. Proceedings of the International Workshop on Design and 
Management of Data Warehouses (online), 4 June 2001. Retrieved from the internet 
<URL: http://sunsiteinformauk.rwth'aachen.de/PubUcations/CEUR-WSA^oI- 
39/paperl.pdf> (Cited in the Supplementary European Search Report dated 5 December 
2005). The prior art document discloses all the essential features of the invention as 
claimed. In particular attention is drawn to the following sections of the prior art 
document: 

a. Figure 7 which discloses obtaining data from multiple systems 

b. Page 1-6, section headed 'Step 1: Unification of Representation' which discloses 
building a data repository from the data obtained from multiple sources 

c. Page 1-6, section headed 'Step 3: Domain-Specific Consistency Checking 1 which 
discloses the application detecting errors in data using rules 

d. Figure 8 which discloses a 'Rule Editor* for editing business rules and a rules engine 
'ILOG Rules* utilising metadata 

e. Page 3-6, section headed 'Step 4: Inquiries and Postprocessing* which discloses 
feeding back detected errors to the affected data source and obtaining corrected data 
from the affected data source 

f. Figure 7 which discloses storing data meeting the quality management rules in the 
data repository for access by users 

g. Page 1-8, section headed '3.2 DQMS Implementation' which discloses the use of 
Microsoft SQL server as the underlying database. Given this it is considered that the 
prior art document implicitly discloses the application of rules using SQL statements 
or stored procedures as these methods are both available and are well known, standard 
methods of accessing data stored in databases. 
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h Page 1-8. section headed 'Step 9: Data Product Release and Target Area Update' 

which discloses producing an integrated data set for export 
i Figure 7 (and the explanation given at page 1-6, section headed Step 4. Inquiries ana 

Postprocessing') which discloses data not satisfying the rules not being passed to 

StarSe consolidation area or the target area, thus creating a vutual quality ft jwrtl 
i Pa'e 1-6 section headed 'Step 3: Domain-Specific Consistency Checking which 
J ' discloses rules having attributes such as rule syntax (IF. <, THEN), target column 

names (DeliveryDate, PurchaseOrderDate) and reporting of data errors 

(En-or(SeverityCode 0.7)) 

Furthermore claims S 17 and 26 are considered to be not novel or inventive in the light of 
Zto™^L., It is considered that the feature of «*^%%?%£> » 
sufficiently broad to cover any mechanism that causes the building step to start. As the 
SnTstep must start in order to complete there must be a triggering mech^sm to start 
it. Thus the feature appended by these claims is implicitly disclosed by the cued 
document. 

0 claims 29 and 30 do not involve an inventive step over the prior art document 

H1NRICHS, H.. and ADEN, T (cited above). The only difference between the cited 
document and the invention as claimed is that the claims require an error log (and in the 
case of claim 30 an error history). Recording problems/events ,s a commonplace method 
of diagnosing problems and the person skilled in the ait would arrive at this arrangement 
directly, without difficulty and by routine steps alone. 

You may within two (2) months from the date of this report file a statement disputing the whole or 
any part of this report under Section 99. and/or file a statement of proposed amendments under Sect,on 
104 to overcome my objection(s). otherwise proceedings for the revocation of your patent may be 
initiated. 



Yours faithfully, 

LUKE DAVESON 
Patent Examination B 
C4 - Electronic^ 
Phone: (02) 6283 2773 
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MICHAEL HARDY 
Examiner of Patents, 
Telephone: (02) 62S3 2547 



